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The Hobbs Act is a broadly drawn statute; Congress in passing it wanted to use all the constitutional power that it had to punish 
interference with interstate commerce by extortion, robbery, or physical violence. | Therefore, the Hobbs Act must be construed 
expansively~ to cover a wide range of extortionate activities.’ The Hobbs Act expanded the common-law definition of extortion 


to include acts by private individuals.” 


The rule of lenity is applicable to the Hobbs Act.” 


Observation: 


An implied private right of action does not exist under the Hobbs Act.° 





The scope of the Hobbs Act is not diminished by the existence of overlapping coverage under other criminal statutes since the 


Hobbs Act is designed to make criminal all conduct within the reach of its statutory language.’ 
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Threatening or committing physical violence unrelated to robbery or extortion falls outside the scope of the Hobbs Act which 
makes it a federal crime to obstruct, delay, or affect commerce by robbery or extortion or by threatening or committing "physical 
violence to any person or property in furtherance of a plan or purpose to do anything in violation of this section" as the phrase 
"plan or purpose" refers to plans or purposes that affect interstate commerce through robbery or extortion and not simply plans 


and purposes that affect interstate commerce. 
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